Dear Jim, Thoughts on reading of your draft of brief in hay appeal 9 / 13/75 

and sfnotl^LI ^ * todiate — * 

By and large I regard it as a first-rate job and your concerns as misplaced. 

I do not think that in a case like this an* V-fr~s> , , . 

challenge and whose precedent has made what h4 been v/ * a 19 uoder 

think in normal legal cliches. " ' ^ £ p0SSibl8 * you ou #* to 

^cSr^r 8617 °? LLgati0n t0 Ray tbe aost effective way of reaching 
^oril'* C0S8n “ fraanganent 01 the outrageous fact more than with the 

_ lawyer's approacn. 

iMs is the court that hold the case reels an 3 -swap j„-p'p, , 
louo- «**!. should he and prowl. on4h7S4 "W»X. 

tney suspected onu how their mandate was nullified. These are Questions of fact ’not 
— sw* ihis cou^rt n60d.s both, but ®ost of oil -t-i , _r * 

for proper consideration of the law and basis for in^rore^ta* ° " & ' J 3 “l fci ' LS 

solid and an adequate factual foSdaSi. Wrpre^txon ol it, you require a 

£ i dcnfi thiS 50 * el1 1 sfcrou e i y commend against any major rev-jsien, 

T I have these wxitten out, lllegiM^ ’ 

can be ^Itlc I^~h" t S ° U “*** aotes and we ta P e them so your notes 

They won’flke 4 ^ y ° U 090 P ° ader them *&** as 3TOU go hoc®. 

, i - L — ~ 3 ^ trxp ana lucre are seme you should think of. If vou 

pooh/,’ l e !p y °f4 f GU ^ “f* 3 the revisions you want and have these 

trtlV “* S ^ r »vBU»tt* A you must complete the retyping as fast as you can 

lest id an urgency it teco* an albatross. If .. 4 cat not ^aut, rw sj-^rcies! 

i-laybe you don’t realize it but this is the kind aotn-o-^fc j 0 + v a •, 

appeal so effective and successful. It is the successful' forSa. 

ti3at thiS - COUrt does uot liiCe footnotes 1 paid closer attention 
th«T'oi% V,h?4° U 011 a0t f ttine huug U P on them but I also feel that moot of 

’ Caa 06 “ th ° test ’ ** no °ther way in separate paragraphs 
amplify lyplir * recoi^ena ems wherever it does not grate on you. It also will 

As I told you, after reading the part you sent I am more convinced *ha* what v«n 

y^ beli^ °° Srt b9l ° neS Bt thS f ” ,rt * *1« later 

you oexxove xx Delongs in a igga legal argument. Later reference will suffice. 

appr ^ aCi \ lwaa to ° h «avi*y on legal interpretations. 
I think t v e vL‘44 V ’ Wia Tl Pd y c ^>Iosioaliy the way you have opened is, 

J . * ~ Lj d ^ ^ c hse 13 no. sue in which we should be leaning or t^'’ 
s^reo.ypes ^ iaw * ‘-'Oins this route will necessarily be defensive and" that too 

°f °S- 7 Vr Tf- Y “ tt 11 ha ! e *« t; «“ -f «d 0= the ta ixbS: 

r *eco^ ^ aim .he of x eases are our strength. So* hit with th«-i f-f-qf 

ana hard, which is how you’ve started. iX * BU 

F f ^' 3 th “ laW ’ **«®*«W K» ur.coate.ted 

faf.ii C"”“ * if 1 "®! 113 - 7 mcrlKmatuKr cate, without even protons! of rebuttal, 

S «® 03 “» extended tecteialioty a. ho ones it Bay 

teoK Sa el 1 in 10 *“•£": «* «“ hdidoua crinc i. .olted and all *2” 

^ ? p 1x1 peace * if the >' to feis church on the day he designates as Sunday. 

”? tha , ^ t h” r* md 1 “ is, in this ease it and inter- 

tTteS 74, f- , ° n 7 4 h. «» ■**» approach with the tight otmhasi. 

to >upa *xtlx fcuom ana to asal witn them adequately. Sight on-lay it on' 

Best! 


to 



